Oral reading or reading aloud has been a dominant mode in the history of reading. But it has been a neglected area in psycholinguistics for a long time. Recent studies began to explore oral reading and show that it could enhance comprehension of texts (Fukuda, 2005) and lexical processing (Yi & Yi, 2006) . However, evidence for oral reading benefits is still scanty. There are many variables that might influence oral reading. Among those variables is subvocalization where individual differences exist. Some readers usually engage in subvocalization when reading texts; some never do. According to Takahashi (2006) phonological encoding or subvocalization could modulate the effects of oral reading on text comprehension. Two kinds of phonological encoding are possible in reading texts. Oral reading always involves phonological encoding while silent reading does not necessarily involve it. Only people who subvocalize engage in phonological encoding. The purpose of the present study is to classify individuals into subvocalizer and non-subvocalizer using the method of Takahashi (2006) and compare the effects of oral and silent reading on lexical processing. Materials. The same stimulus words were prepared for lexical decision and naming tasks. Half of them were high and the other half were low in frequency. Besides these words, sixty non-words were prepared for the lexical decision task. Materials to be read silently or orally before the lexical task were the selected modern Korean poems. For the lexical decision data, an interaction of phonological encoding by mode of reading appeared to be marginally significant again, F(1, 76) = 3.41, p < .06. Subvocalizers performed the task better after reading the poems silently; non-subvocalizers did better after reading them aloud. These results indicate that having an oral reading session before the tasks facilitated both naming and lexical decision only for non-subvocalizers. This is consistent with Takahashi (2006) which showed silent reading advantages for subvocalizers but oral reading advantages for non-subvocalizers.
Procedure. Participants were grouped into subvocalizer or non-subvocalizer with articulatory suppression method of Takahashi (2004) . Then they were randomly assigned to oral and silent reading sessions and asked to read the poems orally or silently for ten minutes. Subsequently they were requested to do both lexical decision and naming tasks. The order of the two tasks was counterbalanced among participants.
In conclusion, it was found in our study that oral reading could exert its effects not just on text comprehension but also on lexical processing, and more importantly pre-task oral reading could facilitate the performance of lexical processing tasks. However those facilitating effects are confined to non-subvoclizers. Oral reading could be beneficial for non-subvocalizers, but not for subvocalizers.
The presentation of stimuli and the recording of response times were controlled by the experimental software DMDX (Forster & Forster, 2003) .
RESULTS and DISCUSSION
Mean RTs in naming and lexical decision were shown in Figure  1 and 2. Separate ANOVAs were conducted on the naming and lexical decision data. For the naming data, an interaction of phonological encoding by mode of reading was found to be marginally significant, F(1, 76) = 3.34, p < .07. Subvocalizers performed equally well irrespective of mode of reading; nonsubvocalizers did better when they had an oral reading session before the naming task. That is, oral reading seemed to influence
